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Dear Jonathan S. Adelslein: 

The Wisconsin Merchants Federation reprcsents more, than 6,000 retailers doing busincss 
statewide ranging from national retailers to main street hardware stores. Some or our 
members sell pre-paid calling cards. Some do not. Either way WMF agrees with 
AT&T’s position on this mattcr: interstatc access charges apply to pre-paid calling card 
calls, not in-state fees. 

Only if interstate chagcs m protected can AT&T and other longdistance companies 
continue to offcr small businesses and consumers low rates for pre-paid calling cards, a 
nice rcspite &om inflationary prices in olher markets. The FCC should reject the Bells’ 

th is  conipetition fight and let the markct decide. 

Our niembers repon that many of their customers have found the most cffective way to 
control monthly telephone expenses is through pre-paid calling cards. Consumers can 
shop for the best price and monitor tbc minutes remaining on their card It’s a good way 
to ensurc that telephone costs come in on budget month after month. 

With so many other uncertainties in the busincss world right now, customers report that 
thcy like being able to count on the consistent expense conml they enjoy with pre-paid 
calling cards. W F  is more than concerned about the Bell Companies wanting to add 
hiddeu chargs to what custoiners pay for pre-paid calling cards. The proposal they’ve 
made will add charges that are 20 timcs higher &an the chargcs now included in Ihc pre- 
paid card’s prices. 

Thc Bells are arguing that pre-paid card calls should be considercd in-state calls a,nd 
taxed the same way. In fact, tho calls made with these cards are long-distancc calls. 
They simply call n toll-free number, listen to a message, and then dial the call. Clearly, 
pre-paid card calls should be assessed only inlmtate access charges, not the highcr in- 
stale access charges. 

The Bell Companies make billions of dollars a year. The in-state fees thay’re seeking 
bear no rescmblance to rhc Bells’ actual costs. They’re exorbitant and unnecessary. The 
Bells are complctcly compensated by long-distance access fees already in plncc for 
calling card calls. Again, we ask you to stay out of this compctilion fight and let the 
market decide. 

Thank you 

Sincerely, 

proposal for adding in-state fees to pre-paid calling cards. The FCC should stay out of b 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12rh Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

P 

4 
RE WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on pepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-incomc families, senior citizens, immigants, college students and military 
families rely upon callhg card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit histoty, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appoinbuent, or 
stay in touch with family and fiends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if tbe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fies would funnel dmcrly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers thst can least afford to 
bear i t  

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantial@ increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other CommUnitieS g& 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on AmcXicm consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincaely, 

P 
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ccs: Commissioner Michael Copp~ 
\ Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 

Commissioner Kevin M h  
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsteh 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspenon 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 - Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply driie up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below S20,OOO have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumcrs hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on facd incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becaw they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he* deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prcpald cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaglnable that the FCC would impose new charges and fecs on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interarts over corporate gain by keepiw 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

--. 

ccs: Commissioncr Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

P 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calliig cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of rhese wds, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pnce increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below %20,000 have used prepaid cards. he-paid calling cards are 60 prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid senice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or tbe telephoncs 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chatges and fees on these cards. 
Some o f  the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of  such 
charges. The FCC should stand np for consumer intereS?a over &potate gain by keeping 
nffordable prepaid calling e n d s  a prior@ 
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as: Commissioner Micbsel Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein - Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

P 

4 

- 
XVJ 8c:sT POOZ/PT/fO 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th streeet, S.W. 

-. 
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RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minoriry or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

P The Latino community is pm'cularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use &em. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid callmg cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumers hostagc, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service cMts IS well. In partjcular, many low-income 
households who are on f m d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the othm daily appointments that we all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consmmer imtered over eorpornte gab by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a prior@'. 

Sincerelv, 

8 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen AbemathY 
Commissioner Kevin M d n  
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

. ----- 
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July 7,2004 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streeq S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

P 
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Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pregaid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well In particular, many l ow- inme  
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they c m o t  
meet the credit rating or hem deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
ge&g a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neigbbors. We can use these cards to Etay "connected" BS we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or =hedub many of rhe other daily appointments that we al l  have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's Iargest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiarjts of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer h t e m  over corpomte gain by keeping 
afiordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

s, 

' 

Sincerely, 

/b-y2 -T&-GS 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

-, Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cos of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below SZ0,OOO have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meer the credit rating or hefty deposit requiremenu that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or tbe telephones 
of family members and neighbop. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be. the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for Eonsauuer into& over corpomte gxin by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

\ 

P 

, 

- 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Cops 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Marlin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

rDo/scoa 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Commimications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 
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Chairman PowelI: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
bclow $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid d i n g  cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
househoIds who are on fued incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With pre.paid car& consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC shonld stand np for consumer interests over corpornte gaiu by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

Sincerely. 

.-4 

' 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marria 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

\ senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

' 
XVd 9 C : s T  P O O Z / P ~ / L O  



P 

8 

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

-4 
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RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prcpaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up Ihe cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below 520,000 have used prepaid cards. hepaid  calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low inwme consumers hostnge, WE should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid smioe because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers cm make calls eom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 

P 

The FCC should stand np for consumer intereels over coipornte gain by keeping 
prepaid calling cards a priority. 

SES: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

P 

8 
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July 7,2004 - 
Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not imposc new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is padcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumcrs hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With p r e p d  cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telcphoncs 
of fa rdy  members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ‘ ‘ C O M e d d ’  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of  the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
chmges. The FCC should atand up for consumer interesb over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority- 

\ 

-. 

as; Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senstor 
Senator 
Conpsspmon 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

-.. 
Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cruds, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, halfof the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. he-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fued and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone senice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers CM make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmer interests over cokpornte gain by keeping 
affordable prcpaid calling cards e priori@. 

3 
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- 
ccs: Commissioner Micbael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abe.mafhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senetor 
Congressperson 

P 



July 7,2004 

Chaimian Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sfreet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

P 

R E  WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new a m s s  charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of tbese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their wm~nunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling card5; 
approximately 43% o f  Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households witb incomes 
below $20,000 have used prcpaid cards. Re-paid calli- cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices alrcatty holding Gxed and low income wnsumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service wsts as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on f m d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phonc. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  cm use these cards to stay "connecter as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appoinfments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interesrs over corpomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

w 

, 

-. ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Ahemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

P 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th streq S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

‘-4 RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell. 

The FCC should not impose new accebs charges and fecs upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increwe the cost of rhese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 

P 

disadvautaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities 4 

The Latino community is pMicularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. I+-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

Witb gas and milk prices already holding fied and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on iied incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requiremenw that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as wc look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

--r I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer intereafs over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cnrds a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

P 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

0 

1 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell; 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cog for mmority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in theu communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pnce increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the. households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already bolding fmed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs a8 well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We canuse these cards 3 stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs. hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoinlments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
aiTordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

\ 

0 
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- 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioncr Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelmin 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chaman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s-cq S.W. 

\ Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 
P 

Chairman Powell. 

The FCC should not mpase new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

‘Ihe Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approxlmately 43% of Latino households use them. Jhdeed, half of the households with incomes 
below %20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk pnccs already holding fixed and low income consumen hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, m a y  low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefiy deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

4 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. P 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests aver corpomte gain by keeping 
Bordoble prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

8 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissjoner Jonathan Adelstein 
senator 
Senator 
Congressperson - 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stred, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

w RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writhg to ask thal the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services, 

Mmorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigants, college students and military 

P 

8 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. h4any of these consumers do ndt 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to shy  connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
slay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, BS 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispcnsable to consumer groups because they are ao affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-slate” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards, The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afFordto 
bear it. 

Adding nccess charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Please stop my effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbiiant new access charges and other fees. 
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ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin M a t h  
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 
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RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 
P 

Chairman Powell: 

8 The FCC should not impose new access chargcs and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
mow to increase the cost of these cards. you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in tbeir communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becausz 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding h e d  and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, m a y  low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumer6 can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “conuected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer Interestu over corpomte gain by keeping 
aftordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 
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Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such P 
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Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
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RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay io touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below S20,OOO have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

\ 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostagc, we should P 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before. 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected“ as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we dl have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be thelargest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for mummer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepa3d d i n g  cards a priority. 
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Federal Communications Commission 
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RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 
P 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use them. Indeed, half of the households Gth incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards Re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money, 

With gas and milk prices already holding fvred and low income consumcrs hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone senice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of fimily members and neighborn. We can use these cards to stay ‘‘connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohlments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable &at the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer intercats over corponte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid &ng cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 
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Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid caUing cards. If you 
move to increase the cod of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals 10 stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino bouseholds use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are 50 prevalent in part because 
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they save consumers money. P 

not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 

households who are on foed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements tha~ local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of f a i l y  members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay 'connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of &e nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for wnsumer interests over cofpar~te gain by kecping 
flordable prepaid d i n g  cards P priority. 

Sincerely, 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizms, immigants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many ofthese consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means lo pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option tbey have to stay connected 
- to  make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispcnsable to consurner groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and o ~ e r  fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burdeo would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least ai€ord to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 

-. from these services. Pleasc stop any effort 10 raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 
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Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, im ’ i ants, college students and military 
familiff rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not T g  
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means 10 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for 
stay in touch with family and friends. 
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RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am witing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposir for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and Sends. These cards offer convenience and predictable c o q  85 

risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new %-state" access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially in-e the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefm Latino and other communities gain 
horn these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on Am& connunw~ and decide that 
these services arc not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

SinI%dY. 
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Dear Chairman Powell, 
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I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only oprion they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in tonch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pmpaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bearit. @ 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 

from these smites. Plcase stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m \  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I nm Writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepiid calling card 
seivices. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. hbny of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or &e means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service- For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointmen& or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged mas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices ofthcse cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 

wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can lean afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benetits Latino and other communities pia 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

- 
indispensable to consumer groups becaw they are an affordable alternative to regular and 4 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Ahcrnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
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Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

P 

I 

T P O / E O O ~  


